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THE GOLDSMITH LAW FIRM, LX.C 

1900LSTKEEr,N.W, 

SUITE 614 

WASHINGTON, ae 20036 

TEL! (202) 775-0040 

FAX: (202)773-0005 
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By Facsimae 972-692'-7145i 

Matctv3,2005 

Mifce Coi^^ Esq* 
The CoUs Firm, P-C 
3838 Oak Lawn Avenue 
Suite 1925 
Dalfes, Texas 73219 

Re: Taylor & Soidois v. Ozrmi Hotels Inc.. Civil Action No. l:05-cv-1175-HHK 

Deat Mike^ 

in our cosrive^^aMon on Febmary 28, 2006, yoti It^.<J m£6timdmB iMt y^tt woiiltj 
fully answer Pl^jbatiffs remaining discovery requests^ not in dispute^ by March 1. It is 
now Maitih 3 and I havq not xeceivedi any docunt^n-ts ox interrog^toiy responses. This 
includes yom proffer as to wh^tinfoimatidn the witnesses listed on yoi^ Rule 26 
disclosures wifl testify. This inf oitxtatf on is vital a? we have agtoed to schedule tttes^ 
depositions iii ap^roximatjely hvo weefes and it is only three weeJfcs bejfbre the close of 
discovery, 

in addition, dming the cot«:se o$ this litigaiion, it has hecoxarte apparent that you 
have strategically withheld documents. This indudeg documents that should have been 
produced before the deposiUon of J^an Allen, but w^re not- At thxs time^ based on the 
timing of yout tiiird productionr which included documents extreineiy reljsvant to ^bis 
case and would have been vital in Jean Allen's deposition^ I am ;re5eTving the right to 
depose Jean Allen on these materials. If you or your cHent stUl possesses any documents 
subject to Piainfiff s discovery requests^ you mttst bring these to Peter Austin^^ 
deposition on Mojtch 6, 2006, If documents ^relevant to thi^ ca^e and this witness are 
produced at a later date^ I win request that the Court ordeir Defendatit to pay my travel 
co^fes to t^tnxn to Chicago in order that I may depose Mr. Austin on fiiese anatHaab. 

Pinally. aa to your claims of privilege, I want to note that it is yow! burden to 
prove that the asisertlon of privilege is proper. You have not met this bu^rden. You hav^ 
not shown me any case law supporting your clahns or even provided a sufficient 
description of the docunuentig at issue so as to give any indication a^ to why they would^ 
ht fact, be privileged. As to Bates Number 1613^ we wfll argue that you have waived any 
privilege. However, serving as an example only, although the final paragraph of titm 
document may contain the impressions of the kwyet and^ thus^ be privileged, factual 
observances/ such as those contained in the prior paragraphs are not pdviieged material. 
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.^mnms 10^ ^^ 2827750^.5 

Hms^ your daim tjiat the entire docmnent should be con;5ide3red ptiviteged and ^ettimsd 
is mtiowxded. 1 will return Bates Numbers 001629-001633. 

Yow remaining claims of work product and stttomey di^ut privflgge ae betwe w 
tton-Iawyers iavestigattng a xotttme BEOC cbarge ajfe .^imflariy without m^rit Je^n 
Allen testified that it was p^xt of h^ job to investigate EEO daiixis. You catmot 
x^^somb'iy be assertixig fltet Alien/ gr the otiher non-^ttoxix^ Ctomi employees &t issue 
hece, axitidpabed every complaint would result in Utigatian.. See EEOC y, 
CQn^monwealthEdfeDnAqdLoc^^Uiqonl^^^ 

19$7V£.Ui5t Lexis 14052. (ED. HI. 1987) CD^imdm^^^ assvmpnon ti^atany doctm^ent 
prepared by W^d or Komos sifer flie EEDC's notification of the charge Js a doctjimeat 
pi^pm^ m ^inti^jpation <3f litxgatioiT is misplSiced"). Aa such^ sadx doarni^i^ musi: be 
produced hx£ixvedl$iely. Ixt. Bxe event yom refiase^ We wotdd need to contact Judge 
Kerinedy^S;chambers ipn Moaaday sxid sdbedtile a teleconfere^ice to resolves this dispute 
as wen as any otfe^s stiil rsmairdng. As you ststt^ad |o me, xf,you force me to £fle a 
wiivding motioti on the^e issues^ I will iseefe attorneys' ie^s. 

I am otst of tjie office today at a conferezice tmtil apjjzxjximutely M5. I i^Oi be in 
afterward arid wiH check amy ntessage thea if you wi$h to discuss any of these issties. 

Siiicejrdy ywu^j 
Kadi^ten Walsh 




